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DP -Barcode :
PC Code No : 108501
EEB Out : APR 5 3%

To: Walter Waldrop
Product Manager 71
Reregistration Division (7508W)

From: Anthony F. Maciorowski, Chief
Ecological Effects Branch/EFED (7507C)

Attached, pléase find the EEB review of...

Reg./File # 108501
Chemical Name Pendimethalin
Type Product Herbicide

Product Name
Company Name

~Amer1can Cyanamld Company

ua ee o8 os o0 e

Purpose _Reguirement of 72- 6 and reevaluatlon of 123- 1b
e
Action Code :_001 Date Due : 4/09/94
Reviewer : Tracy L. Perry
EEB Guideline/MRID Summary Tbee: The review in this package contains an evaluation of the following:
GDLN NO MRID NO CAT GDLN NO MRID NO CAT GDLN NO MRID NO ‘+ CAT
71-1(A) ' T2-2(A) . T72-7(A)
71-1(B) 72-2(B) 72-1(B)
71-2(A) , ] 13) 122-1(A)
71-2(8) o 73®) - 122-18)
713 730 1222
T1-4(A) ’ T2-3(D) . 123-1(A)
71-4(B) . 230 : 123-1(8) 42372203 Y
71-58) 723 1232
7;-5(8) 72-4(A) . 124-1
72-1(A) 724®) 1242
72-18) ' 725 - | 1414
72-1(C) 726 ’ 1412
72-1(D) ' \ ' _ 141-5
7= Acceptable (Study satisficd Guidelme)/Concur

P=Partial (Study partially fulfilled Guideline but
additional information is nceded
S =Suppiemental (Study provided useful information but Guidcline was
not satisfied)
N=Unacceptable (Study was rejected)/Nonconcus




DP BARCODE: D200342 REREG CASE # 0187

CASE: 819421 ° DATA PACKAGE RECORD DATE: 03/10/94
SUBMISSION: 5460289 BEAN SHEET - Page 1 of 1

* % * CASE/SUBMISSION INFORMATION’* * %

CASE TYPE: REREGISTRATION ACTION: 606 GENERIC DATA

CHEMICALS: 108501 Pendimethalin (ANSI) : 100.00 %
ID#: 108501

COMPANY : ~

PRODUCT MANAGER: 71 WALTER WALDROP 703-308-8062 ROOM: CS1 2C3

PM TEAM REVIEWER: JANE MITCHELL 703-308-8061 ROOM: CS1 3C6

RECEIVED DATE: 03/10/94 DUE OUT DATE: 04/09/94
* % * DATA PACKAGE INFORMAfION * Kk ok
DP BARCODE: 200342 = EXPEDITE: N DATE SENT: 03/10/94 DATE RET.: !/

CHEMICAL: 108501 Pendimethalin (ANSI)
DP TYPE: 001 Submission Related Data Package

CSF: N LABEL: N
ASSIGNED TO D TE IN DATE OUT ADMIN DUE DATE: 04/09/94
DIV : EFED M |5 /] / *NEGOT DATE: /] /
BRAN: EEB cwf hd‘/ 4f !/ PROJ DATE: /[ /
SECT: /7 |
REVR : / /
CONTR: / / ]/

% % % DATA REVIEW INSTRUCTIONS * * *

-~ ATTN: Tracy Perry

"Here is a bean sheet for you to give me a memo from your
section chief to call in 72-6 with the justification. Also,
I need the reason you do not agree with registrant regardinf
th NOEC for lettuce for guideline 123-1b. Any questions,
call Jane Mitchell on 308-8061. Thanks, Jane

# % % DATA PACKAGE EVALUATION * * #
No evaluation is written for this data package -
* % * ADDITIONAL DATA PACKAGES FOR THIS SUBMISSION * * #

o

DP BC BRANCH/SECTION DATE OUT DUE BACK INS CSF LABEL
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# @2 3 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
g M. § WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
%
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AR5 1994
OFFICE OF
: PREVENTION, PESTICIDES AND
MEMORANDUM ; : TOXIC SUBSTANCES
. . . ] . . yd
SUBJECT: Pendimethalin: Guideline Requireme -6 Aquatic

Organism Accumulatlon and 12311b

FROM:  Anthony F. Maciorowski, Chi
- Ecological Effects Branch . ./
Environmental Fate and Effects'Division (7507C)

TO: Walter Waldrop, PM 71
‘ Reregistration Branch
Special Review and Reregistratic i Division (7508W)

In the Pendimethalin Registration Standard (March, 1985), Guideline

72-6 was reserved, pending the receipt of environmental fate data,

for use patterns (i.e. rice) in which transportation of
pendimethalin to water was expected. The existing environmental

fate data indicate that pendimethalin has a relatively high

potential to bioaccumulate in fish (BCF = 1400x%, 5800x and 5100x
for edible, nonedible and whole fish, respectively). However,

prior to making a decision on whether to require the 72-6 Aquatic

Organism Accumulation study, EEB would like to review the open

literature to gather more information on relative bioaccumulation

rates for a variety of pesticides and the correlation between

bicaccumulation and biomagnification. Therefore, Guideline 72-6

should remain in reserve until further notice.

In EEB’s reevaluation of the Tier 2 vegetative vigor study, it was .
stated that lettuce must be repeated as the NOEC for dry weight was
not determined (10/1/93). However, EEB’s response to NACA’s
Rejection Rate Analysis regarding Subdivision J Nontarget Plant
Phytotoxicity Tests (12/3/93) indicated that lack of a NOEC will
not invalidate a study. For tests in which an EC, and an adequate -
dose response were obtained, the EC; will be used in instances where
the NOEC could not be determined. As the test conducted with
lettuce meets these requirements, the EC; will be used as the NOEC.
Therefore, while the vegetative vigor test with lettuce remains
supplemental, it provides sufficient information to fulfill
guideline requirement 123-1b Vegetative Vigor.

If you have any questions, please contact Tracy Perry at 305- 645L
or Henry Craven at 305- 5320.

(A, Recycled/Recyclable
Primad with Soy/Canoia Ink on papar that
contains at least 50% recycled fiber






